REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

This is meant to be a complete response to the Office Action mailed July 
28, 2004. In the Office Action, the Examiner rejected Applicant's claims 1-56 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over Weder (US 5,111,613) in view 
of the English abstract of Japanese Patent No. 47029902. Applicant respectfully 
traverses the rejection for the reasons stated hereinbelow. 

Independent claims 1, 9, 15, 20 and 27 of the subject application, as well 
as claims 2, 10-14, 16-19 and 28-32 which depend therefrom, recite methods 
for providing a decorative cover for a flower pot by providing a sheet of 
polymeric material having a texture or appearance simulating the texture or 
appearance of paper on at least a portion of one surface thereof, and forming 
the sheet of polymeric material about the outer peripheral surface of a 
flower pot. Independent claims 3, 33, 39, 44 and 51, as well as claims 4-8, 
34-38, 40-43, 45-50 and 52-56 which depend therefrom, recite methods of 
providing a decorative cover for a floral grouping by providing a sheet of 
polymeric material having a texture or appearance simulating the texture or 
appearance of paper on at least a portion of one surface thereof, and 
wrapping the sheet of polymeric material about at least a portion of the 
floral grouping. 

Weder et al. (US 5,111,613) discloses a preformed flower pot or flower 
pot cover that is formed using a mold system. The preformed flower pot or 
flower pot cover of Weder et al. includes a plurality of overlapping folds that 
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provide structural integrity to the flower pot or flower pot cover so that it 
maintains its shape without the use of a flower pot or floral grouping. 

The methods of the present invention, as recited by the claims of the 
subject application, require forming a sheet of material about a flower pot or 
wrapping a sheet of material about a floral grouping. Weder et al. do not 
teach, disclose or even suggest these steps, as the flower pot or flower pot 
cover of Weder et al. is formed prior to its use as a flower pot or flower pot 
cover. 

In addition, Weder et al. do not teach, disclose or even suggest providing 
a sheet of material utilized to provide a decorative cover for a flower pot or 
floral grouping with a texture or appearance simulating the texture or 
appearance of paper. 

The Examiner has recognized the deficiencies of the Weder et al. 
reference and has attempted to supply such deficiencies with the teachings of 
the English abstract of the Japanese Patent (47029902). 

The English abstract of the Japanese Patent discloses a paper-like sheet 
with a colored pattern formed by embossing a molten thermoplastic polymer. 
However, the English abstract does not disclose, teach or even suggest any 
uses for the paper-like sheet taught therein. Therefore, there is no suggestion 
or motivation in either the Weder et al. patent or the English abstract of the 
Japanese Patent to combine the teachings of such references, and even if there 
were such suggestion or motivation, the combination of Weder et al. and the 
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English abstract of the Japanese patent would still not arrive at decorative cover 
for a flower pot or floral grouping, as recited by the claims of the subject 
application. In addition, the Japanese Patent does not teach, disclose or even 
suggest providing the sheet taught therein with additional patterns, such as 
printed and/or embossed patterns in addition to a texture or appearance 
simulating the texture or appearance of paper, as recited in claims 4-7, 10-13, 
16-19, 23-26, 29-32, 34-37, 40-43, 47-50, and 53-56 of the subject 
application. 

Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a copy of a translation of the complete 
Japanese Patent No. SHO 49[1974]-29902. The translation discloses a paper- 
shaped or sheet-shaped structural object having a colored pattern without 
requiring a printing step. Such sheet-shaped structural object is a laminate of 
two mesh-shaped sheet-like objects having numerous non-continuous cracks 
along one direction thereof, wherein the two objects are overlapped and aligned 
with respect to the direction of the cracks. This provides a sheet having a 
certain strength in both the longitudinal and lateral directions. During the 
process of laminating the two sheet-like objects, the color of the inner layer 
floats up to the surface and provides the colored pattern without a printing 
step. The Example in the Japanese Patent discloses a paper-shaped structural 
object that has a brown color for the protrusions of the surface pattern and 
wood-like black color for the recessions. 
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However, the entire Japanese Patent does not disclose, teach or even 
suggest any uses for the paper-shaped object taught therein. Therefore, there 
is no suggestion or motivation in either the Weder et al. patent or the Japanese 
Patent to combine the teachings of such references. In addition, the 
combination of the two references would still not arrive at a decorative cover 
for a flower pot or floral grouping, as recited in the claims of the subject 
application. Further, the Japanese Patent actually teaches against providing a 
printed pattern to the object taught therein, and therefore cannot be combined 
with any references to arrive at the invention recited in claims 4-7, 10-13, 16- 
19, 23-26, 29-32, 34-37, 40-43, 47-50, and 53-56 of the subject application. 

Therefore, Applicant respectfully submits that the present invention, as 
recited in Applicant's claims 1-56, as now amended, is non-obvious over the 
combination of Weder et al. and Japanese Patent No. SHO 49[1974]-29902. 
Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and withdrawal of the 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) rejection of claims 1-56 as now pending. 

Further, Applicant respectfully submits that claims 1-56 are now in a 
condition for allowance. Favorable action is respectfully solicited. 
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CONCLUSION 

This is meant to be a complete response to the Office Action mailed July 
28, 2004. Should the Examiner have any questions regarding this amendment 
orthe remarks contained therein, Applicant's representative would welcome the 
opportunity to discuss the same with the Examiner. 

Respectfully submitted, 



KalhrVh L Hester, Ph.D. 
Registration No. 46,768 
DUNLAP, CODDING & ROGERS, P.C. 
Customer No. 30589 
P.O. Box 16370 

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73113 
Telephone: (405) 607-8600 
Facsimile: (405) 607-8686 
E-Mail : kathryn_hester@okpatents.com 
Website: www.okpatents.com 

Agent for Applicant 
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